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We had an unfortunate notion deal-
ing with the ‘“‘axis of evil,”” where we
had an unfortunate, some would say
reckless, rhetorical flourish that has
sort of lumped together three of the
most vexing problems we have in the
foreign policy arena with North Korea,
Iraq and Iran; and unfortunately, in
the course of the last year, we have
seen increasing problems because of an
inability on the part of the administra-
tion to distinguish and have a clear
and thoughtful approach to all three of
those problems.

We have had a situation dealing with
the issue of international terror, which
is and remains the greatest threat to
American security; and frankly, I
think all of us in our heart of hearts
has to admit that, as a result of the
last year, America is no safer as it re-
lates to terrorism, and in fact, there
are questions and ambiguity. We have
this great amorphous security agency,
and we really have not addressed vex-
ing problems between a lack of coordi-
nation between the CIA and the FBI.
Now we have got a third entity with
more questions than answers.

There was not a call in the last State
of the Union asking Americans to step
forward. There was not a sense of
shared sacrifice and urgency. In the
course of the last year, we have been
dealing, frankly, with sort of mis-
directed economic policies, and we will
be talking about those this evening.

I see our colleague, the gentleman
from Washington (Mr. MCDERMOTT),
from the Committee on Ways and
Means who I think has something to
say about it. We have the gentleman
from New York (Mr. OWENS), who has
some significant information to share
about the impact as it has to deal with
poor people. The gentlewoman from
California (Ms. WOOLSEY) can deal with
impacts on children.

We will be dealing with the economy
here in the course of our discussion
this evening, but I think it important
to note that we have got the economy,
we have not addressed it; and in fact,
the proposals that have been slowly
leaked out and trial balloons that have
been floated on some of the President’s
speeches do not give me any cause for
comfort as I look at the problem of a
State like Oregon, which has the high-
est unemployment rate in the country.

Nothing that has been proposed to
this point is going to do anything to
put these people back to work. It is not
going to deal with investments in in-
frastructure and cleaning up the envi-
ronment that could make a huge dif-
ference tomorrow, and there is not
anything that speaks to the concerns
and the problems of the vast majority
of working Americans. We are going to
be getting into that later this evening.

Last but not least, I hope to return
to a brief conversation about the envi-
ronment. Certainly, we have seen dra-
matic events around the world that
present the problems we have to global
climate change in terms of the eco-
nomic devastation and that assault on
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human health in terms of what is hap-
pening to the environment; and sadly,
sadly, this is an area that not only
have we not had a series of positive ini-
tiatives that could make the world
healthier, safer and more economically
secure, but sadly, in the course of the
last year, we have seen a series of
below-the-radar assaults on the envi-
ronment by this administration, which
are going to have profound effects for
years to come.

I appreciate the gentleman’s cour-
tesy in yielding to me, and I look for-
ward to participating with him and our
other colleagues in the course of the
evening, painting the context for what
the American public needs, deserves,
anticipates, and contrasting that with
what it appears the administration is
going to do and certainly what it has
done.

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for his comments. In
fact, in just a moment after a couple
more comments on my part, I would
like to ask the gentleman to come
down in the well and take my place and
control the remaining time, but I did
want to add a couple of things.

It is astonishing, when we think back
about what happened in the 1990s, to
see the agenda that the President will
roll out tomorrow. What we learned
from the 1990s was if we maintain our
fiscal discipline, if the Federal Govern-
ment works to get rid of deficits, to
come roughly into balance, that is our
best bet for the future. We have lost
that interest. The President and the
Republicans in this Congress have lost
any interest in maintaining a balanced
budget and getting rid of the deficits.
In fact, there is an exactly opposite
trend here.

We learned in the 1990s, we maintain
the balance and we invest in people. We
make sure we are contributing to their
health care, that we are investing in
job training, we are making sure people
have the skills for the 21st century,
common phrase. We do not hear it any-
more because what is happening now is
we are not investing. We have stopped
increasing support for education. It is
being flat funded like other domestic
priorities, and it does not matter what
the area is. In almost every area, we
are basically cutting back on investing
in people.

At the same time, we are going back
to an era of huge, huge deficits, and
why? Well, partly because we have had
to make an investment in defense and
in homeland security, but primarily be-
cause, in fact, we are having tax cut
after tax cut after tax cut directed to
the wealthiest people in the country.
That is not what investing in people
means. That is not strengthening our
workforce. That is not going to
strengthen our economy in the long
run.

Basically, tax cuts for the wealthy in
the long run simply widen the gap be-
tween the very wealthy and everyone
else, do not allow us to invest in the fu-
ture of the way we did during the 1990s
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with the economic results that we saw
in the 1990s and we can see what is hap-
pening.

The President will come here tomor-
row night, and he will propose a $674
billion tax cut, again weighted mostly
to the wealthy; and I predict almost I
think to a certainty that he will also
say we have to make the tax cuts that
were passed last year permanent, and I
guarantee that he will not tell this
body and he will not tell the people of
this country that that in itself, making
those tax cuts permanent, will cost an
additional $600 billion dollar loss of
revenue.

We are going to be so deep in deficits
for so long that our children and grand-
children will pay the price, and it is
hard to understand the morality of bor-
rowing from our kids, borrowing from
our grandchildren, forcing them to pay
interest on the national debt for dec-
ades and decades to come simply in
order to satisfy a current desire for tax
cuts.

I think it is wrong, and at this time
I would like to yield to the gentleman
from Oregon, and Mr. Speaker, ask
leave that he control the remainder of
the time.

———

THE ECONOMY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
B00zMAN). Under the Speaker’s guide-
lines, the gentleman from Oregon (Mr.
BLUMENAUER) may control the time.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, 1
appreciate the gentleman’s courtesy. I
do think the gentleman from Maine
(Mr. ALLEN) has sketched an inter-
esting conundrum.

I mentioned the concern I have over
what happened in the last year, but he
raises an interesting dimension if we
reflect back at what happened with
previous administrations and previous
Congresses 10 years ago.

Ten years ago, men and women in
both parties, both the Republican and a
Democratic administration, made hard
choices to control spending, to not cut
taxes even though it is fun, but the
first President Bush worked with Con-
gress, put forward a balanced program
of some modest tax increase, some fis-
cal discipline in cutting. It was fol-
lowed later by both Republicans and
Democrats with the Clinton adminis-
tration, so we got a balanced budget.
We were able to turn things around.
The economy was booming. Today we
are turning our back on that story.

At the same time, the first President
Bush, when he was involved in the Mid-
dle East with Iraq, painfully, ardu-
ously, worked and put together an
international coalition of almost 40
countries of allies and some unlikely
supporters dealing with that activity;
and today, we are looking at a situa-
tion where the United States is not
anywhere near that position and, in-
stead, is relying on some rather aggres-
sive rhetoric rather than the hard work
in the trenches that characterized
what happened with the first President
Bush and the first Gulf War.
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Let me, if I could, I would like to
begin by recognizing some of my col-
leagues that are here. I know the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. WOOL-
SEY) has had a special interest dealing
with the effects on young people and
education. We appreciate her leader-
ship and would welcome comments
that she would care to give at this
point.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for including me in this,
my friend from Oregon, and I would
like to remind Americans that one way
that we as Americans define ourselves
as a Nation is through the Federal
budget, and right now, we have to
make decisions about our values and
our priorities, and we have choices: on
the one hand, an unjustified war with
Iraq that could cost more than $200 bil-
lion, and I am sure it will, on top of an
additional $670 billion tax cut that pri-
marily benefits the wealthiest Ameri-
cans, or an investment in our children,
an investment in their future.

We have to make these decisions. We
cannot do it all because there is not
enough money to cover both agendas
without plunging the TUnited States
and those very same children deep into
debt.

As President Bush puts forward his
plans in the State of the Union address
tomorrow night, I urge him, I urge him
to remember that our country’s future
depends on today’s children. Of course,
since September 11 we have had to re-
evaluate some of our spending prior-
ities, but without investing in our chil-
dren, we risk ills far worse than those
from terrorists.

That is why the wisest investment we
can make in our Nation’s security is
strengthening our children’s lives and
those of their families, and we can do
this. We can do this by preventing war,
first off. We must provide for real
international security that has alter-
natives to war as its cornerstone, and
we can invest in renewable energies.
This will not only make for a cleaner
environment. It will also help us
achieve independence from fossil fuels,
particularly from foreign oil.

Fossil fuels must become a source of
the past. We must invest in sources of
energy that will provide for the pros-
perity of our children, the protection of
their environment and the security of
their future. We must change our na-
tional energy policy by supporting con-
servation and renewable energy sources
such as wind, solar, biomass and fuel
cells.

We can invest in our future by in-
creasing the child care option, and we
must do that by ensuring that working
families have access to quality child
care.

O 2015

Children must not be the first to suf-
fer when budgets tighten. If children
were our number one priority in this
country, then programs to provide for
their welfare would be the last pro-
grams to be slashed. Instead, we would

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

be clamoring to help working parents
by expanding child care and after-
school programs. We would be creating
a world-class public education system.

We can provide quality education. We
can make sure that teachers are ade-
quately compensated for their impor-
tant role in our children’s lives, be-
cause we have a responsibility to do
that. And we have a responsibility to
fully fund programs for disadvantaged
children. We can invest in our future
by making health care universally
available. The United States is the
only industrialized country in this
world in which all citizens do not have
access to medical coverage. Until we
have universal coverage, more than 40
million Americans, nearly 15 percent of
the population, will go without. If we
choose to make health care a priority,
we will provide children, their parents,
and America’s seniors with universal
coverage, including affordable prescrip-
tion drugs.

While putting a universal health care
plan together, we can do something im-
mediately, and that is to increase the
number of children in the Medicaid and
State Children’s Insurance Program, to
expand SCHIPs also to include parents
of eligible children and low-income
pregnant families. We must also seek
to provide a prescription drug benefit
under Medicare. But these priorities
and others that help fulfill our com-
mitment to our families, our seniors,
our veterans will only happen when we
demand that they take precedence.

Excessive military spending in the
past has not made us more secure.
American political leaders must ac-
knowledge the truth, that peace and
security cannot be achieved through
violence. We must never lose sight that
real security is an educated, healthy
society where everyone benefits from
our Nation’s abundant resources. And
that is what I will remind President
Bush as he outlines his agenda Tuesday
night. The future of our Nation belongs
to our children.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman
again for including me in this Special
Order.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, 1
appreciate the gentlewoman’s tireless
efforts on behalf of children in our soci-
ety, and focusing our attention and
making sure that people on this floor
have this constantly brought to their
attention. It is really deeply appre-
ciated.

Ms. WOOLSEY. I thank the gen-
tleman.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, 1
would like to turn to my colleague, the
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO),
a gentleman who has been involved
with some tough budget times as a
local official and has been involved
with a series of schemes here in Con-
gress, and who has never been shy
about sharing his opinions about what
the appropriate approach should be
from his perspective.

I appreciate the gentleman being
here this evening, and I am pleased to
yield to him now.
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Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleague from Oregon for leading
us in this Special Order tonight to dis-
cuss the real problems confronting our
Nation, which will get, we all fear,
short shrift tomorrow night.

The State of the Union is not sound.
Millions of Americans and their fami-
lies are not secure in their homes, not
because of some huge new crime wave,
not because of the threat of Saddam
Hussein or any external threat to our
Nation, but because of the deep reces-
sion into which our country is falling.

My State has the highest unemploy-
ment rate in the Union. We have been
dueling with Washington State to be
number one or number two for more
than a year. There is chronic unem-
ployment, but it is not isolated to our
States, it is all across the Nation. We
have the highest unemployment rate in
more than a decade. We have the most
chronic unemployment we have seen in
a quarter of a century in terms of the
length of time people are out of work
before they can find gainful employ-
ment.

Tens of thousands of Americans have
already extended their so-called ex-
tended Federal benefits, and the Presi-
dent has refused to give an additional
extension, although there is a huge
surplus of taxes that have been paid by
businesses and workers sitting in the
Unemployment Trust Fund. The Presi-
dent wants to hold onto it to spend for
other things, like tax breaks for the
wealthy.

Most folks may not have noticed, but
the United States Government’s Pen-
sion Benefit Guaranty Fund is broke.
It spent its entire reserves in the last
year, and there is a whole huge new
wave of corporate bankruptcy coming,
with people’s pensions at risk, and
there is no more money in that fund.
But what does the President have to
say about this? Well, precious little. He
is going to spend the entire Social Se-
curity surplus this year on tax breaks
and other functions that do not relate
to Social Security.

Our States are going bankrupt. They
are cutting services; slashing services.
Now, the President, I think, will give
some nod tomorrow night with his pur-
ported economic stimulus plan, but if
we look at the plan, the centerpiece is
taking away that horrible burden of
taxes on dividends on a select group of
stocks that pay dividends with the idea
of doing away with double taxation.
Well, many of the corporations that
pay dividends do not pay any Federal
income taxes. They have found the
loopholes; they are incorporated in
Bermuda. All those things the Presi-
dent supports and will not do anything
about. So there is no double taxation
issue.

Who does the money go to? For the
average Oregonian, at $32,000 a year,
they will get $40. Thank you, Mr. Presi-
dent. Now, the average millionaire will
get $45,000. Now, there are no credible
economists who say that this has any-
thing to do with an economic stimulus,
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but this is the most expensive part of
and the centerpiece of the President’s
so-called economic stimulus plan to
try to put people back to work. Even
Alan Greenspan, who is perpetually
apologizing for these types of policies,
says he really does not think it will do
anything to put people back to work or
stimulate the economy, and it would be
just as good to not do it at all.

When the President was a candidate
and we had a booming economy and a
surplus, his answer as a candidate was
tax cuts. Then when we had a slowing
economy and a surplus, his answer was
tax cuts. Now we have a devastated
economy falling deeper and deeper into
recession, and his answer is tax cuts,
for a select few.

There are better alternatives. Some
of those will be discussed here on the
floor tonight. I have discussed those at
other times, and I do not have time to
go into it now, but there are better al-
ternatives to really invest in this coun-
try and its people and put people back
to work.

Finally, to the war. Osama bin
Laden, who was going to be brought
back dead or alive, is alive and is plot-
ting further attacks on the United
States. Afghanistan, which was going
to be made into a country that would
recover and not be made a safe haven
for terrorists, has now begun to set up
terrorist training camps again. The
Axis of Evil, Korea, is building more
nuclear weapons, they already have
them, and more long-range missiles
that can hit the United States. Iran is
close to having nuclear weapons. And
yet the President and his staff are fo-
cused on Saddam Hussein and the hor-
rible threat he poses.

Actually, Rumsfeld, Cheney,
Wolfowitz, and all those people came
into office with President Bush II
wanting to refight the first war. This
has nothing to do with 9-11 or any pur-
ported ties to terrorists. This is old
business, an old agenda by old men,
none of whom has ever fought in a war
or ever worn a uniform and fought in
anger.

So I would hope that the President’s
State of the Union will not fulfill all of
these dire predictions that I have men-
tioned, but I fear it will. Tax cuts for
the wealthy and a war are a nostrum
for what fails our Nation and the prob-
lems that are confronting us.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, 1
appreciate the gentleman’s passion and
insights.

Another colleague from the Pacific
Northwest, the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. MCDERMOTT), has served on
the Committee on Ways and Means
arm-wrestling with these proposals for
a number of years and has particular
expertise dealing with health care and
the economic revitalization through
tax policy.

If the gentleman would be interested
in sharing a little of his insights with
us in terms of what we can look for-
ward to and what we should look for-
ward to instead.
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Mr. McDERMOTT. Well, I want to
thank the gentleman from Oregon for
yielding to me.

I wish that tomorrow night we were
going to have a speech like John Ken-
nedy gave in 1961, when he came and
said, we are going to go to the moon.
He gave the American people a goal. He
gave them hope. He gave them a vision
of what they could be as a country. Un-
fortunately, I am sitting here pre-
paring myself to come tomorrow and
not hear any of that.

I wish that the President were going
to say tomorrow, when he stands up
here behind me, that in 10 years the
United States is going to be off their
oil addiction; that they are going to
break the oil addiction that is killing
us. They are going to do the things
necessary to get off an addiction. The
United States is just like somebody
who is on heroin or cocaine in terms of
oil. We use o0il in tremendous amounts,
although we have scarcely any of it left
in our own country. The President
wants to drill everywhere in sight, but
we still are not going to get enough oil
from the United States. So we are
forced to get our oil from Venezuela
and from Nigeria and from the Middle
East, and it is not necessary for this
addiction to continue.

If the President of the United States
would set a goal tomorrow night for us
to move to oil independence in the
world and begin to push solar and wind
and hydrogen cells as a way of solving
our transportation problems and the
energy needs of this society, we could
do it. San Francisco has already start-
ed to move. They got burned by Enron,
so San Francisco said, this is never
going to happen again to us, and they
passed a $100 million bond issue, and
they are putting solar panels on every
public building in San Francisco.

Now, if the President of the United
States said that we are going to do it
all over the country, we would abso-
lutely change our relationship to the
Middle East. This misbegotten proposal
to go to war to get 20 percent of the
world’s oil reserves from Iraq would be
irrelevant. They could do it in San
Francisco, yet our President cannot
say let us do it in the whole country.

California, every single day, has fall-
out of the sky seven times the energy
they use in California. All they have to
do is catch it and turn it into electrical
energy, and they can do what needs to
be done. Now, that is true in many
parts of the United States. Even in my
State of Washington there are areas
where this makes good sense.

Now, let us talk about hydrogen
cells. People say we are talking about
something that is way, way, way out
there somewhere. Most people do not
realize Honda and Toyota delivered to
the Los Angeles mayor hydrogen cell
cars within the last 2 months and said,
we want you to use these over here and
see how they work and what the prob-
lems are. The Japanese are, once again,
miles ahead of us. They did it with lit-
tle cars, then they did it with hybrids,
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and now they are doing it with hydro-
gen cells. But our President says, no,
we have to stick with that oil, and we
have to put it in the gasoline engines,
and we have to do the same old thing.

Now, as a psychiatrist, one of the
things I learned was that people who do
the same thing over and over again ex-
pecting a different result, that is really
a sign of sickness. We have been doing
this for 100 years. We have been putting
gasoline in cars and sending up clouds
of pollution, which is the second thing
the President could be dealing with. If
he gave us this goal of energy inde-
pendence, he would stop the process of
us polluting the air and destroying the
ozone and global warming.

All you have to see is pictures of gla-
ciers all over this country and north of
this country that have been melted by
the global warming. It is absolutely
without question going on. Yet our
President says, no, we cannot have
anything to do with that Kyoto Ac-
cord, because that would mean we
would have to stop using our oil. But I
wish the President were coming tomor-
row to say to us that we are going to
get off that because we are going to do
something about the energy and how
we are killing the environment.

O 2030

Mr. Speaker, I heard a story on NPR
recently which disturbed me, having
been a child psychiatrist for a number
of years. Every child born in this cen-
tury has a 100 percent chance of get-
ting skin cancer if they are not pro-
tected because of the destruction of the
ozone level; they are being subjected to
rays of the sun that is going to make
them develop skin cancer.

The President of the United States
could do all of this if he could simply
say we are not going to go to war to
get 20 percent of the world’s oil re-
serves; we are going to go in another
direction. We are going to change the
direction of this country. Unfortu-
nately, the President of the United
States is going to stand up on the po-
dium and beat the war drum for an
hour and tell us we must go after Sad-
dam Hussein, and he has never made it
clear what we are going for, but it is
really about oil.

What makes me sad about what is
going to happen tomorrow night is that
the American people are going to listen
to the speech and think that their only
solution is to take Saddam Hussein
out; and if we do that, we are going to
be really safe. All of the security will
be settled; we will be safe forever.

Mr. Speaker, does anybody really
think that the American public is
going to believe that? I do not. I wish
the President would come tomorrow
and talk about energy independence.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, 1
think it is interesting to consider what
would have happened if such a chal-
lenge had been made last year, energy
independence, for instance, instead of
spending up to $230 billion on national
missile defense. We have already put
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an $8 billion downpayment this year.
We are starting work in Alaska which,
ironically, is something that is not
going to make this country safe from
terrorist attacks. If people in North
Korea actually have a nuclear device,
we are as vulnerable to somebody
bringing a motor boat into the Puget
Sound, into San Francisco Bay, into
New York Harbor.

Instead of moving forward with a
challenge 1like the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. MCDERMOTT) talked
about, instead this last year has been
characterized by a systematic assault
on the environment.

There was a classic cartoon by Gary
Trudeau in ‘‘Doonesbury’ in the Sun-
day paper which appeared around the
country. The text of it that builds the
momentum is ‘“‘For instance, Mr. Presi-
dent, we’ve produced new rules to speed
up logging in national forests, rolled
back protections of 58 million acres
from roads and developments, eased
pollution controls for power plants and
factories, rejected new fuel-efficiency
standards, sped up permit-granting for
power companies, lifted a ban on snow-
mobiles in parks, proposed 51,000 new
natural gas wells, removed limits on
coal producers for dumping mountain-
top fill in streams, reduced EPA fines
of polluters by 64 percent, opened up
Padre Island to drilling, halted funding
for several Superfund sites, replaced
scientists who don’t support our views,
rejected the Kyoto Global Warming
treaty, and much, much more!” Gary is
not making this up. This is all part of
the environmental legacy of this ad-
ministration in the course of the last
year.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from New York (Mr. OWENS), the only
librarian in Congress and a member of
the Committee on Education and the
Workforce who has been dealing with
questions of poverty, education, and
how we get our communities rolling
again.

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, I make an
appeal to the President that he lead us
in the most profound and comprehen-
sive way and give us hope in his State
of the Union address.

At the beginning of this 108th Con-
gress, it is important that we take note
of a very important report recently re-
leased by the Federal Reserve. The
study focuses on consumer finances,
and is issued once every 3 years.
Among the definitive items in this
comprehensive statement is a report
that the median net worth for our
white population rose by 20 percent to
$120,900 while the median net worth for
minorities fell over the last 3-year pe-
riod by 4.5 percent to $17,000. Consider
the contrast of $120,900 versus $17,000. It
is a portrait of two economies. It is a
portrait of two societies. In the midst
of a period of great prosperity, at least
2 of those years we were in a period of
great prosperity, just before the eco-
nomic slow down, minorities were ex-
isting with a standard of living close to
that of the third world.
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In the year 2003 this is the state of
the Union for a population that can be
no less than one-half of the total. I
have not been able to review the report
closely and find out what their defini-
tion of minority is, but I will do that.
But I am certain if minority means all
of the groupings that I know as minor-
ity, we are talking about more than
half the population. I intend to review
the report in more detail and see what
this category of minority means.

While we casually speak of the ex-
penditure of as much as $200 billion for
a possible war against Iraq, a large por-
tion of our population is sinking deeper
into poverty. A war against poverty
should be our first priority because
this economy, which is sinking into a
recession, will cause more hardships if
we do not address the war against pov-
erty.

In the State of the Union we hope to
hear that there is support for an in-
crease in the minimum wage. We have
been hearing about that for several
years, and it is still locked into $5.15.
Even if we go to work every day 40
hours a week, Americans will not get
out of poverty on that kind of min-
imum wage.

I hope the State of the Union will
talk about job training and employ-
ment for mothers being pushed off wel-
fare. It is premature to claim that we
have solved the welfare problem by giv-
ing people jobs with dignity instead of
a handout. There are no jobs with dig-
nity that also pay decent wages out
there, otherwise we would not have a
4.5 percent decline among poor people
in terms of net worth.

For workers who have never been on
welfare, we want to provide jobs and
job training, and we need revenue shar-
ing for cities and States because large
numbers of municipal and State work-
ers who have decent jobs now are in
danger of being laid off and losing their
jobs, and that is a further decline into
poverty. We need funding for necessary
capital projects like school construc-
tion which provide real jobs, good jobs,
and keep our population working.

We hope and we pray that the vital
standard of living issues that we are
talking about here will be addressed in
the State of the Union address. It is
not the war against Iraq that should
have priority; it is the war against pov-
erty and the war to maintain a decent
standard of living for all of our popu-
lation that ought to be given a priority
in the State of the Union address.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, I
appreciate the gentleman’s comments
and focusing on what we could be
doing, what we should be doing, as op-
posed to what it appears that the
President is focusing on, an economic
stimulus package that will create less
than 200,000 jobs, which is only 10 per-
cent of the jobs we have already lost in
the last year, that will provide the top
1 percent of the taxpayers with 40 per-
cent of the benefits, and will increase
the deficit by more than $900 billion.

Mr. Speaker, I yield next to the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. RYAN), who is
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an experienced legislator with an im-
pressive victory which brought him to
this Chamber, and a Member who has
impressed not only his constituents in
Ohio, but also Members here in Wash-
ington with the way the gentleman has
hit the ground running.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I am
honored to be here and honored to be
here with such a fine group of gentle-
men who have spoken so eloquently on
the issues that need to be addressed in
this country.

Let me touch base on what the gen-
tleman from Washington stated about
having a goal and a vision. That is
what we all look for when we listen to
the State of the Union, and I hope to-
morrow we have an opportunity to
hear the President share his vision for
some energy independence in this coun-
try.

Mr. Speaker, tonight I rise to rep-
resent the people of the 17th Congres-
sional District in Ohio, the good folks
back at home, who I think want solu-
tions, not just rhetoric. Whether it is
talking about prescription drugs and
seniors really having a need, where
they are moving in with their children,
their grandchildren, they are making
the choice between food and drugs in
the 17th District in Ohio, but even in-
dustries in the 17th District of Ohio
want a meaningful prescription drug
plan. We can do this, and I believe we
should do this.

The gentleman from New York
touched upon education and the Leave
No Child Behind Act was supposed to
be the answer to all of our problems;
but now it seems that the only thing
that has been left behind is the money
to actually fund the program. I think
when we are talking about economic
development and salvaging our econ-
omy, the best investment we can make
is into education.

American workers all over the coun-
try, but especially in the 17th Congres-
sional District are also suffering,
whether it is unemployment benefits or
whatnot, and the President has an eco-
nomic stimulus package that really is
not going to stimulate the economy.
That again has been touched upon here
tonight. A stimulus package, money
invested into a stimulus package,
should first stimulate; and second, the
money should be spent in the first
year.

The President’s proposal spends only
15 percent of the money in the first
year. That is not a stimulus package;
that is a tax reform package. And I
think we need to begin to determine if
we want to stimulate the economy, the
best thing we can do is if we are going
to give tax cuts, give them to low- and
middle-income people who are actually
going to go out and spend the money.
The wealthy people will save their
money. And with all of the talk of war,
we can give them all of the money back
they want, they are not going to invest
it in an environment where we Kkeep
talking about war.

Another investment which I think
would stimulate the economy, which
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economists have said time and time
again, is investments in the infrastruc-
ture. For every billion dollars we in-
vest in infrastructure, we create 42,000
jobs. That is a real economic stimulus,
and I hope the President will talk a lit-
tle bit about the Democrats’ stimulus
package that we have offered.

Finally, I would like to speak about
homeland security and how it fits into
a stimulus package. If we really want a
secure homeland, we need to talk about
providing police, providing fire protec-
tion, and hazardous material funding
to those in the inner cities. Those peo-
ple have a right as much as everyone
else in this country to have a safe, se-
cure homeland, and that is what some
funding should be spent on.

Mr. Speaker, I hope that the Presi-
dent understands that our Nation real-
ly and truly can only be strong if the
poorest and the most vulnerable and
the workers of this country are strong.
That is what we hope to hear tomorrow
night.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, I
appreciate the gentleman joining us
and the gentleman’s focus on the plight
of prescription drug coverage for our
senior citizens. It continues to be, I
think, an outrage and a shame that
poor American senior citizens pay the
highest prescription drug prices in the
world. It is in this context that we are
moving forward dealing with the econ-
omy, with the weakest economic
growth in 50 years, over 2 million pri-
vate sector jobs eliminated since this
administration started, 2 million more
employees out of work, the median
household income being down, and the
inequality gaps growing, and States
facing huge deficits and having to cut
programs. Then we are given an eco-
nomic program on the Federal level
which will actually reduce State reve-
nues for the majority of States and not
meaningfully deal with the problems
that our States are facing.

I am hopeful that this Congress at
least will respond to the efforts of the
Democratic minority here in the House
to make sure that we fully fund our
commitments to State and local gov-
ernments, local governments being the
first line of defense against terrorist
acts here at home.
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Promises to local governments have
been left unfulfilled.

I am pleased to turn to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HONDA),
my colleague who has finished a distin-
guished career in the California State
Assembly and who is now adding his
voice here in our Nation’s Capital deal-
ing with the needs of the people of Cali-
fornia and around the country.

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman very much for yielding,
and I appreciate the introduction and
the work that he is doing today and
this evening.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to discuss
the state of our Union, and let us talk
plainly on what is going on today.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Today 8.6 million Americans are look-
ing for work, but unable to find it. In
my district of Santa Clara County
alone, over 80,000 Americans are unem-
ployed. Since President Bush took of-
fice, 1.7 million jobs have been lost.

Today too many of our Nation’s
schools are crumbling and are crowded.
The average public school in America
is 42 years old. In California alone, 87
percent of schools report a need to up-
grade their buildings and other repairs
that they need.

Today 40 million Americans do not
have health insurance; 7.2 million of
them are children. While these num-
bers dropped in 1999 and the year 2000,
they rose by 1.4 million in 2001.

Today serious crime is up 2.1 percent,
the first increase in 10 years.

Today 1.3 million more Americans
are below the poverty line, the first in-
crease since 1993. Requests for emer-
gency shelter have increased by 19 per-
cent, the largest annual increase in the
demand for homeless shelter since 1990.

Mr. Speaker, it is thus no surprise
that 67 percent of Americans are wor-
ried about the economy. While the war
against terrorism remains a major pri-
ority, it cannot replace our commit-
ment to meeting our Nation’s other do-
mestic priorities.

Unfortunately, the Bush administra-
tion’s economic stimulus plan does lit-
tle to stimulate the economy now. In-
stead, it does too much to weaken our
economic future, producing deficits of
over $1 trillion. The centerpiece of the
President’s plan, the elimination of
taxes on dividend income, will do little
to help working families and small
business, which are the backbone of the
American economy. In contrast, Demo-
crats have put forward an effective,
fast-acting stimulus plan that would
create 1 million jobs this year.

Mr. Speaker, while the President
continues to pitch his flawed economic
plan and continues to downplay the
state of our economy, Democrats will
continue to focus on a swift economic
recovery and fight to put education
and health care ahead of unfair large,
huge tax cuts.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman, and I appreciate
his focusing on the program that has
been advanced by the Democrats in the
House of Representatives. It is an im-
mediate economic stimulus plan that
will create 1 million jobs this year. It
would put money and purchasing power
in the hands of consumers, provide re-
lief to 3 million laid-off workers. The
House Democratic plan proposes a $300
tax rebate now for every working tax-
payer, tax breaks to help small busi-
nesses and encourage business invest-
ment, and a 26-week extension of un-
employment insurance. It would pro-
vide money to the States to deal with
their fiscal crises, dealing with home-
land security, transportation, and
health care costs. All told, this Demo-
cratic plan which would put more on
the table this year would cost far less
than that of the President. We look
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forward to being able to carry this de-
bate forward in the aftermath of this
important week here in Washington,
D.C.

I appreciate the courtesy, Mr. Speak-
er, of being able to be here on the floor
this evening.

————

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. BECERRA (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today on account of per-
sonal reasons.

Mr. BOSWELL (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today on account of official
business.

Mrs. WILSON of New Mexico (at the
request of Mr. DELAY) for today and
the balance of the week on account of
family reasons.

Mr. SHAW (at the request of Mr.
DELAY) for today and the balance of
the week on account of personal rea-
sons.

——————

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. JOHN) to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous

material:)

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, for 5 minutes,
today.

Mr. STRICKLAND, for 5 minutes,
today.

Ms. WATSON, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, for 5 min-
utes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. FOLEY) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. FOLEY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. WHITFIELD, for 5 minutes, today.

————

SENATE BILLS REFERRED

Bills of the Senate of the following
titles were taken from the Speaker’s
table and, under the rule, referred as
follows:

S. 121. An act to enhance the operation of
the AMBER Alert communications network
in order to facilitate the recovery of ab-
ducted children, to provide for enhanced no-
tification on highways of alerts and informa-
tion on such children, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary in
addition to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

S. 141. An act to improve the calculation of
the Federal subsidy rate with respect to cer-
tain small business loans, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Budget in ad-
dition to the Committee on Small Business
for a period to be subsequently determined
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned.
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